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Forensic Big-Wigs
Critics of Warren Report

By Griscom Morgan

The authoritative “Journal of Forensic
Sciences” refutes the recent widely ecir-
culated contention of John Sparrow that
critics of the Warren Report on the assas-
sination of President John F. Kennedy are
creating a “stain deeper than the crime
itself,” recklessly exploiting the “gullibili-
ty of the American public.”

By definition, the Journal's writers, if
they perform their professional function
at all, must be regarded as the most object-
jve and scientific of authorities in assessing
the value of the evidence submitted in the

JIM GARRISON, New Orleans district attor-
ney, who charges there was a plot to as-
sassinate Presideni John F. Kennedy will
be interviewed on the Johnny Carson
television show (channels 2 and 5) affer
11:30 tonighi.

Warren Report. And Jay Schwartz, who

made the legal study for the Journal,*

declares ungqualifiedly that *“The Warren
Commission has failed to establish that
Lee Harvey Oswald singly assassinated
the President of the United States.”

This conclusion is supported by the re-
cent court decision in New Orleans that the
Warren Report was “fraught with hearsay”
and unacceptable as evidence. The court's
decision, of course, made possible the
scheduled trial of Clay Shaw in that city
by New Orleans prosecutor Jim Garrison.

Charles A. MclInerney, director of Pitts-
burgh, Pa.'s crime laboratory and editor
of the Journal of Forensic Sciences’ sym-
posium on the Warren Report, wrote:

“This is a critique by panelists all of
whom are well qualified in the areas
explored in their discussions, In those

instances where the panelists treat their

subject harshly, these should be recognized
as natural consequences of learned object-
ive studies.”

In spite of the Journal's assessment of the
Warren Report, Time magazine of Dec. 22
devoted nearly a page to reporting John
Sparrow's castigation in the London Times
Literary Supplement, of ‘‘gullibility of the
American public” and the critics of the
Warren Report, Presumably he is also

' pointing a finger of criticism at the forensic

scientists who found the Warren Report so
unconvincing.

The National Observer summarized Mr.
Sparrow’s argument well when it reports
that “some of those critical of the Warren
Report say that other assassins shot the
President from  the grassy knoll while
Oswald was firing from the building, ‘If it
is hard to believe that Oswald hit his target
in two out of three guick shots,’ says Mr.
Sparrow, it is harder still to suppose that
two men, more than 100 yards apart and
unable to see or communicate with each
other, could have synchronized their fire
so perfectly. And it is hardest of all to
imagine that conspirators would have al-

lowed the success of their plan to depend on |

such a feat of synchronization.”

Coordination by Hadio
This would have been a sound objection
two years ago when the critics of the War-
ren Report had neither theory nor evidence

for such coordination. But in the list of
literature consulted by Mr. Sparrow in thé
preparation of his article there is a clear
theory and evidence (now generally ac-
cepted by critics of the Warren Report)
that, in Jim Garrison’s words, “the assas-
sins even kept in contact by radio.”

The idea of radio communication in the
assassination was discovered about two
years ago and developed by the author in
association with Vincent Salandria, a lead-
ing student of the assassination. As an early
step in developing this theory three mem-
bers of the Warren Commission were
approached and it was determined by the
response of one of them that the idea was
new and had not been considered by the
Commission. A careful, documented and
dispassionate summary of the evidence
relating to this theory was then submitted
to 'a number of widely read periodicals.
Their response was that it was out of their
field, thus limiting its audience to people
already convinced of the conspiracy theory.
I had written:

“Radio control could have synchro-
nized shooting from several locations.
It would have been as simple as one man
saying to others over his radio ‘ready, get
set, fire.’ Yet nowhere was this idea pre-
sented in the Warren Report, never did it
appear in the criticisms of the Report.
There is evidence to support this theory.”

Mr. Sparrow also ignores the Warren
Comimission’s own evidence when he (in
the Natonal Observer's review) declares
that  “It is ‘really impossible’ to believe
that conspirators would have placed a
gunman in the grassy knoll ‘in total ignor-
ance of how many lookers-on, when the
procession passed, would be standing near-
by or perhaps occupying the place selected
as his firing point."”

“Like Telephone in His Hands”

For Lee Bowers, a responsible Warren
Commission witness, testifies that a civilian
automobile cruised through that area at
the time required to transmit the necessary
information and ‘the occupant had what
looked like a telephone in his hand.”
Immediately after the assassination one of
two men seen running from the wooded
knoll area was described by another War-
ren Commission witness, J. E. Price, as
carrying what looked like a “headpiece”
—_ the visible component of portable radio
communication equipment. While one must
grant that use of portable radio communi-
cation is a novelty in the assassination of
presidents, it is in common use by the po-
lice. Some members of the Ku Klux Klan-
infiltrated Dallas police are among the
prime suspects in the assassination con-
spiracy.

Two years ago 1 concluded my un-
published study of the possible role of radio
communication in the assassination: “De-
mocracy cannot survive if the people are
not informed. The chance that we may be
beguiled by misleading appearances of
there being but one assassin may place us
in peril of being more dangerously misled.
If assassins have escaped undetected, the
stagy is set for more terrible events. It is
necessary that the truth be known, even
the unsettling truth of our ignorance.”
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